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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: the application filed on 1/7/05, and 
the IDSs filed on 7/3/06. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending in the case. Claims 1-17 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1,3,4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claim 1 , it is unclear that "the file" (line 4) refers to a selected 
file or an electronic file. 

Regarding independent claim 3, it is unclear that "the file" within the phrase "analyzing a 
package file into which a selected file and a file related to the file are packaged as a 
single file, as the selected file and the file related to the file " can refer to a selected file 
or an electronic file. 

It appears that "the file" refers to the selected file since the selected file and the related 
file to the selected file are elements of the package. It is suggested that Applicants 
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replace "the file" with "the selected file" to have a clear meaning of the claim if this 
interpretation is correct. 

Regarding independent claim 4, it is not clear whether the claim is in independent or 
dependent form. At first, the claim appears in the independent form. However, by 
claiming that "manipulating a file using a method as claimed in claim 1", the claim is 
dependent on claim 1 which means in dependent form. Applicants is requested to claim 
clearly the manipulating limitation since it is not certain how the packaging and 
unpackaging features as in claim 1 is used to manipulate a file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 4-6, 9, 13, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 4, 5, 9, are directed to layout edit apparatuses. However, none of claimed 
elements of these apparatuses is a physical part of a device, so that they constitute part 
of a device or a combination of devices to be machine within the meaning of 1 01 . 
Instead, the claimed elements of these apparatuses are merely software per se. 
Therefore, the claims fail to fall within a statutory category. 
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Claims 13 and 15 are directed to display data processing apparatuses whose claimed 
elements are also merely software per se. Claims 13 and 15 fail to fall within a statutory 
category as the same reason as in claims 4, 5, 9 above. 

Claim 16 is directed to a file data structure characterized by a first area, a second area, 
and a third area. Such a file data structure clearly is not a process performing steps, a 
machine, a manufacture, and a composition of matter. Claim 16, therefore, fails to fall 
within a statutory category. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

8. Claims 1-7, 10-15, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Anderson et al. (6,839,059, 1/4/05, filed 8/31/00). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Anderson discloses: 

- packaging a selected file and at least on related file related to the file into a single 
file (col 7, lines 6-50, col 15, lines 1-24: each file in the directory is selected for 
packaging into a single file and the package information as well as the external 
files needed to be included in the presentation is data related to the file) 
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- unpackaging the package provided by packaging the files into the selected file 
and the related file (col 15, lines 1-24, 44-64) 

Regarding independent claim 2, Anderson discloses: 

- packaging a selected file and at least on related file related to the file into a single 
file (col 7, lines 6-50, col 15, lines 1-24) 

Regarding independent claim 3, Anderson discloses: 

- analyzing a package file into which a selected file and a file related to the file are 
packaged as a single file, as the selected file and the file related to the file (col 8, 
line 35 to col 9, line 15: unpackaging the package into files therein implies that 
the package file is analyzed to be in separate file) 

Regarding independent claim 4, Anderson discloses: 

- placing at least one image and at least one merge image area into which an 
image can be merged and editing the layout (col 6, lines 1-49: insert image and 
text into a template where the template contains information relating to the layout 
and formatting information shows image data is placed in a area merging of 
different data, and so the template is edited with merged data) 

- manipulating a file using a method of claim 1 (col 7, lines 6-50, col 15, lines 1- 
24:files are selected to be packaged and unpackaged) 
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- adopting an information file containing information concerning placement of the 
image and the image area in the layout created and information concerning an 
image file used with the layout as the selected file and at least one file used with 
the layout as the related file (col 6, lines 12-50) 

Regarding independent claim 5, Anderson discloses: 

- placing at least one image and at least one merge image area into which an 
image can be merged and editing the layout (col 6, lines 1-49: insert image and 
text into a template where the template contains information relating to the layout 
and formatting information shows image data is placed in a area merging of 
different data, and so the template is edited with merged data) 

- outputting an information file containing information concerning placement of the 
image and image area in the layout created and information concerning an image 
file used with the layout and at least one file used with the layout as a single 
package file (col 7, lines 6-50) 

Regarding independent claim 7 (and its corresponding system claim 6), Anderson 
discloses: 

- packaging the digital image file and the layout definition file into a single package 
file and outputting the single package file, thereby outputting the digital image file 
and the layout definition file (figure 4, col 5, line 35 to col 6, line 26: write block 
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and package information to output file, which is the package file, where data 
includes image and text and how to arrange these objects on a presentation) 

- inputting the output package file and acquiring the digital image file and the 
layout definition file from the input package file (col 8, line 29 to col 9, line 15: 
unpackaging the package to restore the files in the package) 

Regarding independent claim 10 (and its corresponding apparatus claim 11), Anderson 
discloses: 

- storing files making up a template (figure 3, col 6, lines 1-58: data of the playlist 
objects is stored in memory for retrieving to be inserted to the template) 

- selecting an image element to be merged into the template (figure 3, col 6, lines 
27-67)) 

- converting the files making up the template and a user file representing the 
image element selected in said selection step into a single file and outputting the 
file (col 6, line 50 to col 7, line 30) 

Regarding independent claim 12 (and its corresponding apparatus claim 13), Anderson 
discloses: 

- converting a content file representing an image element and a layout control file 
for controlling representing an image element and a layout control file for 
controlling a layout of the image element into a single file and outputting the file 
(col 6, line 50 to col 7, line 30) 
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- storing use limitation data to permit or inhibit individual use of content data 
contained in the package file representing the image element or layout control 
data contained in the package file for controlling the layout of the image element 
in the package file (col 9, line 60 to col 10, line 6: the package information is 
verified for allowing to access the package shows that the package information is 
stored for permitting or inhibiting a user's access to the package) 

Regarding independent claim 14 (and its corresponding apparatus claim 15), Anderson 
discloses: 

- storing use limitation data representing an image element, layout control data for 
controlling a layout of the image element, and use limitation data and displaying 
the content data under the control of the layout control data (col 9, line 60 to col 
10, line 6: the package information is verified for allowing to access the package 
shows that the package information is stored for permitting or inhibiting a user's 
access to the package) 

- reading the package file and using the content data or the layout control data 
individually (col 8, lines 35-67: unpackaging a package implies reading all the 
files included in the package) 

Regarding independent claim 17, Anderson discloses: 

- distributing a package file recording content data representing an image element, 
layout control data for controlling a layout of the image element, and use 
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limitation data to a reception terminal through a network (col 8, lines 29-59, col 6, 
lines 1-49: transferring the package presentation to one or more recipients in 
various ways over the network where data in the package includes image and 
information of the layout of images) 

- storing identification information proper to the reception terminal in the package 
file in response to distribution of the package file (col 7, lines 6-18, col 8, lines 49- 
59: identification information of the package is stored during the packaging 
process) 

- making a comparison between information proper to a use terminal and the 
identification information stored in the package file and permitting or inhibiting 
use of the content data or the layout control data contained in the package file by 
the use terminal in response to the comparison result (col 9, line 60 to col 10, line 
6: verify the identification information before transmitting the package to a 
destination implies the information comparison for the validity of information) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 



the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 1 . Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al. (6,839,059, 1/4/05, filed 8/31/00). 

Regarding independent claim 8 (and its corresponding apparatus claim 9), Anderson 
discloses: 

- converting a content file representing all image elements laid out in the 
predetermined area and a layout control file for controlling the layout of all image 
element laid out in the predetermined area into a single package file and 
outputting the package file (col 7, lines 6-62, col 5, line 35 to col 6, line 49: 
packaging data into a single file where the data includes text, image, and their 
corresponding tags which control how the data is displayed) 

Anderson does not explicitly disclose: 

- accepting a command to edit a layout of an image element in a predetermined 
area on a screen 

- editing a layout control file for controlling the layout of the image element based 
on the command accepted in said user interface step 
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However, it would have been obvious to an ordinary skill at the time of the invention was 
made to modify Anderson to include the editing step since it was well known to edit the 
tags controlling the layout of the image element on a user interface. Such editing of 
layout of image elements would provide the flexibility of arranging all elements on a 
document to users. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ims (US 6,560,618). 

Schreiber et al. (US 2001/0000359). Yonaitis (US 2001/0047365). 
Broussard et al. (US 2004/000301 1 ). Menschik et al. (US 2004/0034550). 
Conning (US 2004/0250205). Menschik et al. (US 2005/0027995). 
Fisher etal. (US 2005/0034121). Slack-Smith (US 2005/0039116). 
Laxminarayan et al. (US 2006/0136897). Chrin et al. (US 2007/0288494). 
Oh et al., Image-based Modeling and Photo Editing, ACM 2001, pages 433-442. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CONG-LAC HUYNH whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4125. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (9:00-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Cong-Lac Huynh/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2178 

3/14/08 



